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yet contends that " eternal limits " are set by the (W) the m-

_                          ... ,    ture of voh-

very nature of volition, which make it impossible tlon;
to have a world with more pleasure in it than
pain. But his arguments1 come very far short
of proving his case. For, in the first place, to say
that the stimulation and wearying of the nerves
imply the necessity of a cessation of pleasure as
well as .of pain, is to confuse complete states of
consciousness with the subjective feeling which
accompanies each state. It is not true that one
ever becomes weary of pleasure - to talk as if there
were one class of nerves for pleasure, and another
for pain, is absurd. But every mental state, how-
ever pleasurable to start with, tends to become
monotonous, wearisome, or painful. Pleasure thus
requires a change from one mental state to another:
to say that it requires a change from pleasure to
something else is a contradiction in terms. It is
the objects or activity that require to be varied,
not the feeling of pleasure. Again, in the second
place, it is true that pleasure is to be regarded as
indirect in so far as it is entirely due to the
cessation of a pain, and not to instantaneous satis-
faction of will. But it does not do to regard the
pleasure as altogether indirect when, although the
cessation of a pain is necessary for its production,
it is itself something more than this cessation.
The inhibition of will often prevents the realisa-

1 Philosophic des Unbewussten, 6th ed., p. 660 ff.
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